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Oo the Hemorable H.A.W.Skeen, Judge of the Circuit Cove 

ef. Lee County, Vireinie ? 

Humbly compla@ining your Orators Archie F.BPaylor and Pobert 
A.baylor, infants who sue by Jennie H.Paylor thier mother and next 
friefid, and your Cratrix Jennie Hi Baylor an her own wi, will re- 
srpectiully show to your Honor that Gh or abodut the is i May, 1902 
Chacles “.Daylor the father of your Orators and the husband of your 
Ocatrix, departed this life having first made and published his 
Willi and testament; that at the time of his death, said Charles 

was s@@sed and possessed of a very valuable estate consisting? 
OF personalty and realty; that letters of administration on the person 
estate have been granted by the County’ Court of Lee County to John AG. 
Hyatt, who has entered upon the discharge of his duties as such adminis 
trator, with the will of the said Charles “.Paylor annexed: that the 
Pei @sbabev/Or thle, said saylor,consaisted:of a very, valuable Tarn situs 
ed ath ,and near Boon’s Pathwabout, fifteen milesrmrest of she town of 
Jonesville in the beautiful Powells Valley and ling on both sides of 


the road leading from Jonesville to Cumberland Gap, containing from 


4 


ae HO Cin pubamed gerest thatthis Tarm isein high state ver cali 
vation and susceptable of partition among those entitled thereto: that 
he was also the owner of three valuable lots at or near the Fose Hill 
depot and in the plat laid off and dedicated by the late Col.A.H.Pulker 
son ws and for a town site; that upon one of these lots there is erecté 
a very valuable ad commodious store-house: that the said Charles 7. 
Baylor owned a valuable lot, as they are informed, in the towng@ed@ Bia 
Stone Gap, in Wise County, Virginia, the number and Jocation of which 
lot 18 now unknown to your Complainants, but the deed for the same will 
be furnished in due time so as to properly designate said) lot. 
Your Complainants will now show your Honor that said Charles 

iwmey lor léefi"surviving him your Qratrix, the said Jennie AvBaylioez, 
ams wadoy, and the following children, his heirs at law andthe devizes 
under hic last will and testament, to whom said lands descended, or 

devised. Wo direct disposition was made by eaid will of said land 

they pass under and by said will in the regular course of descent, 


—s, 


to-wit, Lon H.Baylor, Harry Paylor, Hattie M.Paylor,’Archie *?.Baylor 





ama hopert. Avbaylor;. that Your Oravrix, is entitled to- dower. am said 
lands, which has not yet been assigned to her. 

Your complainants witl,now Show your’ Fonor that while the real 
estate situated in said County of Lee is susceptible’ of partition, 
eae Gted | Saad “laitm,~uhbeu, ChE LOL, siuaweed at, Big Swone, Gey, ae Pas 
VounUy sould bE sold, Ghe. same not béing Susceptible sof wieert mivome 
ane Lous. au. Rh Hill can be partitioned by acsigning them to some 
One sof "Lhese’ entitled thereto’ and. Dyxgiving ERE LO wharv one Jess of 
tne home tarm, or Ghese ots. can be sold) and. the proceeds’ divided aH 
mong“ LNose- entitled; aS. veiling most’advantagous To the interest or Tie 
Parties concerned. 

Your Complainants -will now .show your’ Henor that the 
iepay lor owed vaery rewrdebts, af any, andethatl Ars personal .6etace 
is amply sufficient to pay all of said debts together wrth such bequest 
as was made by said will, and then leawe, as they are informed, from 
Yorty Lo Witty Thousand Dollars for distribution, and the only obsecu 
esnips Me ce TS eOMme OL Sakd rege .esmwenye : 

Your complainants will now show your Honor that said testator 

ace informed real estate situated in the state of Tannes- 

located at Shawanee, Morristown and Knoxville, but they are in- 
tomned, ties Lads) honoreab!6- Court’.cdn 'do nothing. with respeer bol said 
real estate so situated. 

Now the object of this Bill is to have the real estate owned 
by the said Charles ®.Paylor at the time of his death and situated 
gn the state of Virginie, partitioned among those entitled and to have 
dower assigned to your Oratrix the said Jennie H.Paylor, and being 
without adequate remedy at law, your Complainant pray your Fonor’s 
Court of Chancery to take cognizance of their cause, end grant them 


Heeres® meljtet, wo tote end. they, makerthe said Lon H.Baylor;' Harry, Sey— 


lor and Hattie M.Baylor the parties defendant ‘to thie. Brille that they 


be cequired to answer the same, but not under oath as Phat, ia weaveds 
that a guardian ad liter be appointed to answer for the said Mattie 
M.Caylor who is an infant under the age of twenty-one 


» final hearing said. lands be partibioned in kind, where what, 





> 


done and Ly sale and partition of the proceeds where LaaeLEL’onyaem sige 
is inexpedient; that dower be assigned to your Oratriz the said Jennie 
H.Daylor in said real estate, and for full end complete generat Yer or, 


And your Complainahts will ever pray @&@c. 
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To the Honorable H.A.W.Skeen, Judge of the Circuit 


Gouri (of Wee OOuneh, 


The answer of Hattie M. Baylor, an infantounder the age: or 
twenty-one years, by Geo.P.Cridlin, her guardian ad litem assigned to 
defend her in this suit, to a bill of complaint exhibited against her 
and others in this Honorable Court by Jennie H.Paylor and others. 

The cespondent reserving to herself the benefit of all just 
exceptions to the said bill, for answer thereto, or so much thereor as 
she is advised it is material she should answer, by 
ad litem, answers and says: 

That she is an infant of tender years, and by reason of her 
infancy is incapable of understanding, or of taking care of her rights 
ema drberests, siSne, thererore -by mer said guardian, commends hersel?t 
and hec cights and interests to the protection of the Court, and prays 
that no decree may be pronounced which will tend to her prejudice. 

And having fully answered, the said resrondent prays to be 


hence dismissed with her reasonable costs in this behalys expended, 


We, , Ke, é | 
Seb L/QAL LL 2 »>Guardian ad litem 


for Hattie M.Paylor. 


nd she will ever pray;ac. 


Vircginia,Lee County, to-wit: 

This day personally appeared berore me, A. B.Munsey, 
the Circuit Court for Lee County, Virginia, Geo.P.Cridlin, Guardian ad 
litem for Hattie M.Baylor, whos answer is above written,and made oath 
that the statements contained in the said answer are true to: bhe bes 


of his knowledge and belief. 


Given under my hand this the a se es , Le Gras. 
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Jennie H.,Baylor Guerdian, complainant, 
vay. Dy. Chancery , 
Archie R.Baylor,et al, Defendants. 

This cause came on this dav-to be heard woon the yaners former- 
ly read therein and the motion of plaintiff that the purchaser be 
given leave to pav the purchase money notes owine for the belance 
ef the land nurchased by him-and the renort of Snécial Comr. 

Duhean filed herein on the i9th dey of Dec.1905, and 
by counsel: 

On’ consideration of all which leave is pranted RB.P. Kincaid 
to pay the remsider due from him in this cause for the land 
purchased by him from ¢.?. Duncan comr;and it apvesring to the court 
that R.F.Kineaid has paid the whole of the remaider due upon the 


land purchased by him in this cause from the report of said 


Duncan Comsissioner,and that deed retaining a vendor's lien for the 


te ele Lo fevines 


said remiader of the purchase money has already been pet it 
therefore adjudged ordered and decreed that the said lien retained 
in seid deed be and the same is hereby releasediand the said c.f. 
Dunean Commissioner will make the nrover endorsement thereof upon 
the margin of the deed bood in which the same has been recorded, 
and have the same proverly attested. And it furthur appearing to the 
Court from the said report oF the said C.T.Dunean thet he has 

BL ete 5 
settled with Jecnie H.Baylor and paid over to her the fund derived 
from the sale of said land for said infents,it is furthur adjudged 
ordered and decreed that said o.T.Dunean be relieved from furthnur 
duty herein or obligation upon his bond. And there rermeinine 
nothing furthur to be done in this cause the same is stricken from 


the docket, 








Jennie fh, Baylor, eF Bley 6. ee ee . Plaintiffs, 
Ss. (In Chancery, ) 
Well Ge “POAGty Ot Blagg sos) s Ya wR es . «Defendants, 
and, (Decree Final, ) 
Leni. wey cor Pee Ge 5” et rus ta 4 E=¢ Béedintiffs, 
ve. (In Chancery, ) 


pean ia Be BOVIS vO Blk ew kl see, & a>. bho «te ehDetententia, 


These two causes, coming on agein this the 10th day of March, 
1905, to be heard upon the papers formerly read herein, the report 


of L.T.Hyatt, Special Commissioner, filed herein on the 3rd day of 


ay 


March, 1905, and the deed filed therewith, and the report of L.M, 


Carmical, G,W,Rucsell and J,P.Albert, Commissioners, filed herein on 
the 26th day of February, 1903, was argued by counsel, Upon gersxtdd- 
consideration whereof, and the report of L,.T.Hvatt, Svecial Commis- 
Sloner, showing that he has conveyed to the said Lon H. ,Harry, and 
Hattie M.Baylor all the right title and interest in and to the 144 
acre tract of land, and the legal title thereof, which became vested 
in Charles E,#faylor by virtue of the deed from B.M.Morean snd wife 
to him, with covenants of special warranty, and acknowledged the 
said deed for recordation, as required by the decree entered in 
these causes on the 14th day of November, 1902, and no exceptions 
having been taken or filed to the said report or deed, it is adjudged 
ordered and decreed that the said revort and deed be and they are 
each hereby confirmed and approved; and that the said Lon.H. ,Harry, 
and Hattte M.Beylor pay to the said | iyatt, Special Commissioner, 
- the usual fee of $5,00 for his services in making the said deed, 

And it appearing that the report of partition of the said L.M, 
Carmical, G.W,Russell and J,P.Albert, Commissioners, hes been filed 
herein the time required by lew, and that no exceptions have been 
taken or filed thereto, it is further adjudged, ordered and decreed 
that their said report or partition, the vlat with said report, and 
the partition therein shown, be and the same are hereby confirmed 


and approved by the court, As 





= Bn 
And, pursuant to the seid report and plat of partition, it is fur- 
ther adjudged, ordered and decreed that Archie R,Baylor take and hold 
Lots aula i,containing 39 acres, No.2, containing 38 acres, and 
No.6, containing 10 ecres; that Robert A.Bavylor take and hold Tote 
No.4,, containing 31 acres, No.5,, containing 39 acres, and No.6, 
taining 93 acres; that the said Archie R. and Robert A.Baylor take 
and hold jointly the house and lot in the town of Rose Hill, known 
as the Pierce house; that Lon H.Baylot take and hold Lots No.7, con- 
taining 25 acres, No.8, containing 20 acres, and No.9, containing 
13% acres; that Harry Baylor take snd hold tots No.10, containing 
cres, No.1l1l, containing 46 acres, and No.l2, containing 10 acres: 

that Hattie Baylor take and hold Lots No.13, containing 70 acres, 
No,i4, containing 46 acres, and Bo.15, containing 11% acres, and also 
the house and lot in the town of Rose Hill, known as the Johns Tot 
that the widow, Jennie H.,Baylor, take and hold as and for her dower 
in the real estate of which the seid Chas.£E. Raylor Wasi seized of an 

State of inheritence during the coverture between them, to have and 
to hold during the period of her natural life the lot, marked," Dower" 
in said plat and report, containing 130 acres, and also the Store — 
Mouse end lot in the town of Rose Hill, Virginia, and after the death 

Saidy 1390 Afro 

of the seid Jennie H,Baylor the two-fifths or Seid adjoining the lots 
of Robert A.Baylor, as shown of said plat and described in said re~ 
port, &. containing 37 acres, shall become the jotnt property of the 
said Archie R.and Robert A,Paylor, and the remaining portion of the 
said 150 acres shall, after the death of the said Jennie H, Baylor, 
become the joint property of the seid Lon H., Harry and Mattie Pres bo 3, 
Aud gad, Sd. tee haute, aul Lat uy Reoe Hote, shalt tuarcute Thay au ft ele 
And each 95s 1e said Lots Spe apie 6 in the said partition an thot be Fe 


held subject ai the one ene PR and carry with tks hire ete ances 


Set out in the said report, a 


And it appearing to the court that pursuant to an agreement in 
writing of the parties interested, which Writing @s attached to the 
said report, the said commissioners, in making the said partition, 
first laid off to Archie Riand Robert A,Paylor, each, @ one-fifth of 


the lands of C.E,Paylor, deceased, then to the widow her dower therein, 





-3- 
and then partitioned the remaining kwaxtxx three-fifths of the lands 
of the said Chas,E.faylor, deceased, the 144 acre tract derived 
from their mother, as shown by the former proceedings of these causes, 
among the said Lon, H., Harry, and Hettie M.Baylor, in equal propor- 
tion, this action of the said Commissioners is likewise approved and 
confirmed by the court, 

And it is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that the clerk 
Of thie court transmit To the ciLere of ‘the county court of Le¢,counvy 
& copy. vat yay poste: appointing the said commissioners, the said re- 

sik, PROS 

port and plet, and a. copy of this decree, to be recorded by the said 
county court clerk in his proper deed book, end indexed as required by 
lew, and his fees for recording which shell be taxed as a part of the 
costs of this suit,’ 

And it is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that the costs 


0 | Us be paid by. J.A.G. Hyatt, Administrator of the estate 


of Chas.E, Baylor, deccase <<ouesuan! to ar ar@ement of the parties 


2 
a 
a 


to this suit, and the said administrator shall have credit for the 
fe 00 ruadG 
> in the settiement of his administration accounts, 
And there remeining nothing further to be done in these causes, 


it is ordered that the same be stricken from the docket, 
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Lee Circuit Court. 


Jennie H. Baylor, et al, Plaintiffs. 


Vv. 


Lon H. Baylor, et al, | Defendants. 


Lon H. Baylor, ét al, Plaintiffs. 
Vv. 


Jennie H. Baylor, et al, Defendants. 


ry 


DECREE. 


These two causes coming on again this day to be heard, upon 

the sapere formerly read herein, and depositions taken since the 
last term of this court, was argued by counsel: Upon consideration 
of which it is adjudged, ordered and decreed that as to the tract 
of land of 144 acres, in litigation in the second of the above styled 

causes, being the same land which was conveyed by Charles Daugherty 

and wife to Harriet M. Baylor, by deed dated February 28, 1877, 
recorded in Lee County D. B. 17, page 626, the plaintiffs in said 
second styled cause, to-wit, Lon H. Baylor, Harry Baylor, and the 
infant plaintiff, Hattie M. Baylor, do take and hold said tract of 
land as and for their own; and that the plaintiffs in the first 
styled cause, to-wit, Jennie H. Baylor, Archie R. Baylor and Robert 
A. Baylor, have no interest in said tract of land, the court being 
of opinion that the said tract of land was conveyed by Harriet M. 
Baylor and her husband, Charles BR. Baylor, to B. M. Morgan, by deed 
dated Debruary 28, 1877, recorded in Lee County D. B. 18, page 76, 
upon the trust set up in the bill in the second of said causes, 
and in the answer to the first of said causes, and that the legal 
title to said land was improperly conveyed by the said B. M. Morgan 
and his wife to Charles E. Baylor, and in order to perfect the legal 





2. 
title to said land in the said Lon H., Harry, and Hattie M. Baylor, 
L. T. Hyatt is hereby appointed a special commissioner to convey to 
said Lon H., Harry and Hattie M. Baylor all the right, title and 
interest in and to the said tract of land, and the legal title there- 


of, which became vested in thesaid Charles EK. Baylor, by virtue of 


the deed from B. M. Morgan and wife to him, dated December 12, 1877, 
and of record in Lee County D. B. 37, page 521. He shall convey 
with covenants of Special Warranty, and acknowledge said deed for 
recordation, and report his action hereunder to this court at a 
future term. It is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that the 
temporary injunction awarded in this cause on January 29, 1902, be 
and the same is hereby made perpetual, so far as the same pertains 
to the said tract of 144 acres of land, and any interest therein 
of Jennie H., Archie R. and Robert A. Baylor. It is further ordered 
that the commissioners, L. M. Carmical, M. S. Ball, Wright Stickley. 
George W. Russell and J. P. Albert, heretofore appointed in the first 
of the above styled causes for that purpose, shall proceed to carry 
out the requirements of the decree entered in this cause at the 
November term, 1901, subject to the provisions of this decree here- 
inbefore set forth. They shall assign dower to Jennie H. Baylor in 
the lands of the said C. BE. Baylor, exclusive of the said 144 acre 
tract, and shall make partition of said lands among the five heirs 
at law of the said C. E. Baylor mentioned in the said decree of 
the November term, 1901, outside of said 144 acre tract of land, 
and shall partition said 144 acre tract among the three heirs 
mentioned exclusively, to-wit, Lon H., Harry and Hattie M. Baylor, 
and in all other respects they shall comply with the said decree of 
the November term, 1901, and shail file their report herein as soon 
St re A fd li eats aiduse Mi woth by Le 
i tiles se thereupon Lis ma face to be heard, upon the repart 


of J. A. @. Hyatt, Receiver, filed herein November 5, 1902, which 





ss 
sets forth that he had rented the real estate of the said c. RE. Baylor 
including the 144 acre tract for the year 1902, for $770., which 
sums would be payable, and most likely be paid, by January 1, 1903, 
and that of this amount, $200. was for the rent of the 144 acre tract, 
and after argument by counsel thereon, and said report not being 
excepted to, it is adjudged, ordered and decreed, that said report 
be approved. The said Hyatt shall collect said rents, and shall 
pay ake the $200 to Lon H., Harry and Hattie M. Baylor, and shall 
PEY be 2 bichbbriotes SEP Gump lyy Lue bet he OL Netley Lobbel fiitvek & JPtas # Settee ae, 
pay the residue as a part of the’ general assets of the éstate of 
C. KH. Baylor to himself, as administrator d. b. n. with the will 
annexed of the estate of C. E. Baylor, and he shall report, at the 


next term of this court, his actions in this regard; and thdaz 


AAS 
causes ta continued. 


MEMO. 

Jennie H. Baylor, by counsel, for herself and as next friend 
for Archie R. and Robert A. Baylor, having suggested to the court 
that she is aggrieved by the entering of the foregoing decree, and 
desires to appeal therefrom to the Supreme Court of Appeals of this 
State: It is ordered that the foregoing decree be suspended, for 
60 days from this date, upon condition that the said Jennie H. Baylor 
es to her interest, shall execute a suspending bond conditioned as 
the law directs, in the penalty of $ Ja é ©, but no suspending 
bond shall be required of said infants. 
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Archie R. and Row't A. Baylor infants who sue by 
Jennie H, Baylor their mo‘her and nearest friend 


and Jennie H, Baylor in her own right. — ~ wc. w- wv Plaintiffs. 


3 Vi Loharreen, 
Lon H. Baylor, Harry Baylor and Hattie M. Baylor, the 


last named being an infant within the age of 2I 


ceeeeee eae Se oe ee ee ~ -~— Defendants, 


AND 
L. H. Baylor, Harry Baylor and Hattie M, Baylor, 


who sues by R. B. Beaty t guardian and nesrest 


eG ae ne +e es ee Pee eee 
oe hob asteriy 


Jennie H. Bay lor and Archie R. and Rob't A, oe two 


friend. < 


last named being infants under the age of 21 years... . Defendants, 
For reesons appearing to the court it is ordered that these 
causes be brought on to be /eard together, and on motion of Lon 


H. Baylor and Harry Baylor, by their counsel, leave is granted them 


to file their joint and seperate answer# to the bill of complaint in 


the first above styled cause, and the same is accordingly done, which 


answer is prayed to be treated as a cross-bill and the plaintiff re- 


plied generally to said answer, And on motion of the said Jennie H. 


Baylor, by her! : counsel, leave is granted her to file her answer to 
said cross-bill, which is acoordingly done, and the cross complainants, 
Lon, H. and Harry M, Baylor, replied generally to said answer, 

And on motion of the said plaintiff, Jennie H, Baylor, 
leave is granted her to file her seperate demurrer and answer to the 


bill of complainty in the second above styled cause which is accord- 


ingly done; and the complainants in the second above styled cause 
joined in said demur“ana replied generally to said answerf, 





2, 


And on motion of the complainants in the second above 
styled cause, C, T. Duncan is appointed guardian ad litem for the in- 
fant defendants Archie R, and Rob't A, Baylor, and on his motion 
leave is granted him to file their joint and seperate answery, which 
is accordingly done; and said complainants replied generally thereto. 


And thereupon these causes, coming on this the 17th day of 


July, 1902, to be heard upon the papers form@dily read in the first 


above styled cause thett said answerf and cross-bill, and answerg to 


said cross-bill and replication to each of the tme said answers; and 
the papers form@%ly read in the second above é@tyled cause, and the 

demurer and answer thereto; and the answer of C, T. Duncan guardian 
On consid- 


ad litem and replicalion thereto, was argued by counsel, 


eration whereof, it is adjudged, ordered and decreed that the said 


demurWbe over-ruled, and that these causes be continued. 








Lee Circuit Court, 
L. H. Baylor, et al. 
vst Decree 

Jennie H, Baylor, et al. 
ECT TCTTOCTTCCTT TCT TTT TTT TT TTT eer 

This cause came on to be heard this the 29th day of January, 
1902, before the undersigned, Judge of the Cireuit Court of Lee 
County, Virginia, in vacation at Big Stone Gap, Virginia, upon the 
bill of complaint and exhibvitts filed therewith, and appearance 
of Jennie H, Baylor by her attorney, C. T. Duncan, who has been 
appointed guardian ad litem for the infant defendants herein, and 
who resised the motion of the plaintiffs for te 
tribe bill in this cause, and after argument of counsel, it is 
adjudged, orderéd and decreed that an injunction be,-and it is 
hereby awarded injoining and restraining the commissioners, Ie M/ 
Carmical, M. &. Ball, Wright Stickley, George We Russell and J, Pe 
Albertéfrot proceeding to partition the lands mentioned and set 
out in the bill and proceedings in the suit now pending in the 
Circuit Court of Lee County, under the style of Jennie H, Baylor, 
et al vs L. H. Baylor, et al, but this injunction shall not be 
effective until the plaintiffs or some one for them execute 
bond before the Clerk of the Cireuit Court of Lee County, condi- 
tioned as the law directs in the penalty of Five Hundred Dollars. 

And it is hereby adjudged, ordered and decreed that J, A. G, 
Hyatt be, and he is hereby appointed as a receiver in this cause, 


bes it shall be and he is hereby empowered and directed to rent out 
A ete 


for the year 1902 the whole of the lands of which @. B. Baylor 


died seised, and he shall collect the rents and profits there- 

from and account and pay over the same as directed by future 

orders in this cause; he Shall keep a separate account of the 

rents and profits derived from the tract of land mentioned and 

set forth in the bill in this cause; he shall, if so desired, 

by the defendant, Jennie H, Baylor, rent to her the mansion 

house in which she now resides and the buildings and land appertain- 


ing therto, and necessary for the enjoyment of said inansion house; 





(2) 

sat oleki-aiae-asl-40-hes.ahe 

2 bne-third part in rental value 
if she desires it of the whole of said lands of which the said C.K. 
Baylor died seised, making if practicable a compact boundary ofthe 
lands so rented to her. Before acting under this decree the sadd 
Hyatt shall execute a receiver's bond before the Clerk of this 
Court in the penalty of $1000.00, and the plai ntiffs herein shall 
proceed to mature and prosecute this suit, which when matured 


shall be brought on to be heard and considered in the afore- 


said suit of Jennie H. Rabiee” nasians L. H. Baylor et al. 
PEGE Bilib es, Di Rieee 
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gennie H.Beylor et al 


Vy e 


Lorn H.Paylor et al. 

This cause came on this day to be heard unor the bill of the 
complainant, the answer of the defendant Hattie M.Paylor and infant 
undér the age of twenty-one years, by Geo.P.Cridlin, her cuardier ad 
litem, and was aggued by counsel. 

And 1t uppearing to the Court that process has been duly 
served upon the aduit defendants L.Hv.Paylor and Fary Baylor for more 
Tiere afl Ceen days before the frist*dey ier this term ofthe Court and 
that they have each failed to appear,answer,plead or demur to said 
bill, the came is taken for confessed against them. 

On cGnsideration of which and: thé: Court eine of Sopirien thet 
the plaintiff Jennie H.Paylor widow of Chac. B.Paylor decessed is 


Sworn ete Genrer Yn the land=-owned by, the Gard Qhas. #.kaylor er 


the time of his death situated in the County: of Lee and state of Vir®™ 


ginie and that said vand “He wsceptanle oF parlition ard what. the 
va4rbies- are entittied to have the same parta&tioned, it ts therefore 
adjudged, ordered and decreed thet L.M.Carmical, M.S.Ball, Wright 
Stickley, George W.Tussell and J.P.Albert, whe are appointed Cormis> 
saoners for the purpose, do go upon the lands in the bill and pro- 
| Od part Tone bar ADAM 

CopGa es! mentioned situated tm Lee, Count, Virginia, EL Yon me gu Dad Be Te Lt oo 
assien bo Jennie H: Baylor one-third im rental value of all the real 
estate Situated in said County and cwned by the said C.M.Paylor at 
Give Limeyer bie death, mer her matural* life, as ‘and for her dower 

seed -lamds they Wali then assis eh cf the; @ive.chiilarease: 

1. baylor one é6équal fifth of ‘sgid real estake, and they wilt 

assign, if the same can be doggjwithout injury to the rights of the 
Guher coparceiners, the shares allotted Archie R.Raylor and “chere =: 


Baylor, ¢.ch of whom are infants, adjcining the dower assigned to their 


mother the said Jennie H.RBayler. In making said partition said cem- 


missioners will Deawetdue regard te quantity, quality, vale, improvér 





MeGwo, weler and ways.: Sard’ commissioners, any three of whem may acu 


foves procesd at their GCarliest conventence to dicchamge the duties teres 


in imposed upon them and will report their action to come future term 
Chote COU... 


And this cause 18 continued. 
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The depositions of B. M. Morgan and H. J. Morgan, taken pefore 
me, Mayo Cabell, a Notary Public in and for Lee County, Virginia, 
at the office of L. T. Hatt, in Jonesville, in said aounty, on 
the 10th. day of October, 1902, to be read in evidence on behalf 
of the defendants in a certain suit in chancery now pending in the 
circuit court of Lee County, Virginia, wherein Jennie H. Baylor, 
and others, are plaintiffs, and Lon H. Baylor, and others, are 
defendants, and on behalf of the plaintiffs in another certain 
cause in chancery pending in said court, wherein Lon H. Baylor 
and others are plaintiffs, and Jennie H. Baylor and others are 


defendants. Taken by agreement of all the parties, by counsel. 


PRESENT: CC. T. Dunean, Attorney Lor plaintiffs in saia firet 


styled cause, and for defendants in said second 


styled cause. 
L. T. Hyatt and R. T. Irvine, Attorneys for defen- 
dants in said first styled cause, and for plaintiffs 


in said second styled cause. 


B. M. MORGAN, being first duly sworn, deposes as follows: 


oer Rs Of BAAN IN A PT Oe. 


By Mr. Irvine. 


Please state your age, occupation, and place of 
residence? 

I am 67 years old, or @ little over; am at this time 
clerk of the county court, and reside at Jonesville, Va. 
Please state if you were acouainted with C. RE. 

Baylor in his lifetime, and Hattie M. Baylor, his first 


wife, in her lifetime? 





Yes sir. 

We show you exhibit 3, filed with the plaintiff's 
bill, in the suit of Lon H. Baylor, et al, vs Jennie H. 
Baylor, et al, which purports to be a copy of the deed 
dated 28th day of February, 1877, between Chas. E. Bay- 
lor and Harriet M. Baylor, his wife, of the one part, and 
Benjamin M. Morgan, of the other part. We ask you if you 
are the same Benjamin M. Morgan referred to in that deed? 

It appears to me that he wrote it Benjamin. That 
isn't my name. im I was the one that was intended to be 
named, although my real name is Benedict M. Morgan. 

Please state if you paid any of the consideration 
mentioned in this deed? 

I did not. 

We now show you Exhibit 4, filed with the aforesaid 
bill, which purports to be a copy of the deed dated 
Dec. 12, 1877, between B. M. Morgan and Lizzie, his wife, 
of the first part, and Charles E. Baylor of the second 
part, and ask you if you are the same B. M. Morgan who 
is mentioned in this deed? 

Yes sir, I am: at least, I conveyed the same land 
pack to Charles 8. Baylor. 

Piease state whether or not you received any of the 
consideration mentioned in said last named deed? 

( This question, and any answer thereto, is objected 
to as evidence, because upon the receipt of the consider- 
ation the deed itself is the best evidence. 2. Said deed 


decliares that it is in consideration of the sum of 


$5000., in hand paid by said Baylor, the receipt whereof 


is acknowledged, and it is incompetent for the witness 


now to contradict the plain statement contained in the dee 





aie S 


especially since the said Baylor is dead, and therefor 


cannot be heard to explain for himself said transaction. 
S$. This witness is incompetent to testify at all,,be- 
(with regard to this deed) 

cause 

it is the subject of investigation in the case, 
and Mr. Baylor, the other party to said contract, being 
dead, this witness is incompetent to testify with regard 
to it. C. T. Duncan. ) 

No, sir, I never received anything. There was no 
money passed between us at all. When I bought the place 
I never paid him anything. The deed was just made to me 


according to his request. No money passed at all either 


way. 


CF GO S Sot FA MOT NAP TOR: 


By Mr. Duncan. 


(Not waiving the objection to the testimony of this 
witness in reference to the contradiction in the recitals 
in the deed, and not waiving the objection on account of 
his incompetentcy as witness, but relying and insisting 
thereon, and subject thereto, counsel for the plaintiffs 
in the first styled cause, and for the defendants in the 


last styled cause, will now cross-examine said witness.) 


Mr. Morgan, on page 3 of the bill of Lon H. Baylor 
and others against Jennie H. Baylor and her two children, 
it is alleged, among other things, that it was the purpose 


intention and agreement between all of the said parties, 





— 4. 
that is, between C. EH. Baylor, Hattie M. Baylor and 
yourself, that you should reconvpythe tract of land 
conveyed to you by Mr. Baylor and his wife to the said 
Harriet M. Baylor, or to her child,or children if more 
than one should survive her, as the case might be, in the 
event that she survived her approaching confinement. I 
Will ask you to state if there was ever such an agreement 
as that petween you and them? 


( This question is objected to as not a cross examination 


on rae in chief of this witness; and further, 
f 


pecausenthis witness is incompetent to testify because of the 
death of Charles E. Baylor, he is equally incompetent to tes- 
tify in this case because of the death of Harriet M. Baylor. 
Hyatt & Irvine. ) 

No sir; I don't recollect anything of the sort. There 
was an agreement between me and Mr. Bayfor, and my recollection 
is that his wife also requested me to convey it to Charles 
Baylor. That is my recollection. But he wasn't to convey it 
to her or to her children. 

In the deed made by Harriet M. Baylor to you, the 
consideration is stated to be $5000, to be paid in three 
equal instalments. Afterwards, you conveyed to C. i. 

Baylor. I will ask you to state if that conveyance to 

C. KR. Baylor wasn't to be treated as a full satisfaction of 
the agreement entered into between you and Mr. Baylor and 
his wife, and a full satisfaction of the purchase-money men- 
tioned in said deed for which said lien was retained? 

( This question and the answer thereto is objected to 
for the reasons stated in the last foregoing objection, and 
for the further reason of the death of Chas. EB. Baylor. 

Hyatt & Irvine.) 
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Yes, that was how I understood it. In the first place, 
Mr Baylor and wife conveyed to me, with the understanding 
between Mr. Baylor and me that I was to convey back to him. 
That was my understanding, and I think Harriet, his wife, 
told me she wanted me to convey it back to Mr. Baylor. No 
money passed between us. The understanding was that I was 
to convey it back to him for the same consideration, and 


when I conveyed it back, that settled the matter. 


Further Deponent Saith Not. 


Signature Waived. 


HEEB EHH ST 


ALSO the deposition of H. J. MORGAN, who being first 


duly sworn, deposes as follows: 


State your age, occupation, and place of residence? 
I am 75, approaching 76 pretty close; retired lawyer and 
banker; and live at Jonesville, Va. 


Did you know Charles KE. Baylor in his lifetime? 


I did; I knew him well. 

Did you, or not, prepare and take the acknowledgment 
of a deed from your brother, B. M. Morgan, and his wife, to 
Charles E. Baylor for 144 acres of land, which is referred to 
in Exhibit 4 filed with the bill in the suit now before us 
of Lon H. Baylor, et al, vs Jennie H. Baylor, et al, which 
exhibit I now hand you. 

My recollection is that I did prepare the deed by 
which B. M. Morgan and Lizzie Morgan, his wife, conveyed to 
Charles BE. Baylor the tract of land referred to. I think 


I took the acknowledgment as commissioner. 
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Please state at whose request you prepared this deed? 

My ree laeyties is that I prepared it at the request 
of B. M. Morgan. 

Please state whether or not you ever had a conversation 
with Mr. Baylor himself, or the first Mrs. Baylor, with 
regard to this deed? 

I don't recollect that either Mr. Baylor or his first 
wife, Hattie, ever said one word to me about it. 

I will ask you if you ever had a conversation with Mr. 
Baylor in his lifetime concerning the writing of a will for 
his then wife, Hattie M. Baylor, and if so, whether you wrote 
@ will for her at his request, and what you did with said 
will if you did write one? 

( The foregoing question and any answer thereto is 
objected to as evidence because immaterial and irrelavant 
to any issue involved in the causes in which it Ve, pheebeed 
to read this deposition as evidence, and because the fact 
of whether or not the witness ever wrote a will for Mrs. 
Baylor is irrelavant and immaterial. C. T. Duncan.) 

Mr. Baylor, in his lifetime and in the lifetime of his 
first wife, stated to me on one occasion that his wife was th 
owner of some real estate, and that in the event of her death 
before that of Mr. Baylor she wanted Mr. Baylor to have her 
estate, and he asked me to write a will for Mrs. Baylor 
by which she would devise her real and personal estate to 
him, and I accordingly wrote such a will, and, as well as I 
now remember, I transmitted it to Charles EF. Baylor by 
mail. And that is the last I have ever seen or heard of it. 


Please state as near as you can the time when this 


will was written, and the circumstances with regard to the 





> 

health of Mrs. Baylor, if any were mentioned to you by 
Mr. Baylor in that connection, at which you wrote this will? 

(This question and the answer thereto is objected 
to as evidence for the same reason stated above, and 
because any answer of the witness in reference to Mr. 
Baylor's statement, if he made any, of the health of his wife, 
would be mere hearsay. C. T. Duncan. ) 

I can't fix the date at which this conversation occ- 
urred. It occurred, however, prior to the birth of 
Lon Baylor, and some time, as well as I now remember, 


after Mrs. Baylor's first confinement. During the conver- 


sation, Mr. Baylor told me that it was possible, or even 


probable, that his then wife might not live very long, 

and that in the event of her death she wanted her estate 

to go to Mr Baylor. She wanted her estate to gO to 

Mr. Baylor rather than to her brothers and sisters, and 

he also said that if his wife should ever be confined under 
the same circumstances, she would not be apt to live. 

We understood from your previous answer that the will 
thus prepared by you made an absolute devise of the whole of 
Mrs. Baylor's estate to her husband, Charlies E. Baylor. 

Is that correct? 

( Objected to because immaterial. C. T. Duncan.) 

That is correct, according to my present recollection. 

Please state what you did with the deed from B. M 
Morgan and wife to Charles E. Baylor after you took the 
acknowledgment of Mr. Morgan and wife to it? 

I don't recollect distinctly, but my opinionis that I 
sent it to Charles EF. Baylor by mail. 





CROSS-EHXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Duncan. 
What official position did you hold, if any, in 


Lee County from about the year 1870 to the year 1883? 


I was county court judge from May, 1870, as well 
as I now recollect, until February, 1880, I reckon. That 
is my best recollection. And from that time to 1888 I 
was trying to practice law a little. 
Was there any will of Harriet M. Baylor ever probated 
in any of the courts of Lee County, so far as you know? 
There was no such document ever probated so far as I 


know in any of the courts of this county. 


( It is agreed by counsel for both sides of this 
case as a fact in these causes, that no will of Mrs. Hattie 
M. Baylor has ever been admitted to probate in Lee County, 
Virginia, and that at the time of her death she was 


domiciled in Lee County.) 


Did you ever have any conversation with Hattie M. 
Baylor, either before you wrote what you intended for her 
will or after that time, in reference to her making a 
will? 

I never did, according to my present recollection. 

In fact, I don't remember of ever speaking to Harriet M. 
Baylor after Charles E Baylor and her moved from Mulberry 
Gap over to where she died. I don't remember when that was. 
My best recollection is that i= it was sometime between the 
year 1869 and 1875. 


At the time you prepared the will at the request 





~§. 
of C. KE. Baylor, and at the time you prepared the deed at 
the request of B. M. Morgan, you were a practicing attorney, 


were you not? 


Yes, I was trying to practice law. 


You prepared that deed, as I understand you, at 
the request of B M. Morgan. Did you prepare it as he 
requested it prepare@. I mean, did you make the grantee 
the person he desired it made to? 

I think I did. That is my recollection. I prepared 
the deed just as he directed it. I think B. M. Morgan 
told me that the purpose was to get the title out of Mrs. 
Harriet M. Baylor and vest it in Charles E. Baylor. 

( The latter part of this answer is objected to 


as hearsay. Hyatt & Irvine. ) 


Further Deponent Saith Not. 


Signature Waived. 


THERE HE HH 


THE FURTHER TAKING of these depositions is ADJOURNED 
to the store-house of L. H. Baylor, near Boone's Path, 


Virginia, on the llth. day of October, 1902. 


Mex Cru w. P. 


HRRAEEH HH 


MET, pursuant to ADJOURNMENT, at the store-house of 
L. H. Baylor, near Boone's Path, Lee Co., Va., on the llth. 
day of October, 1902. 





«10: 
PRESENT: L. T. Hyatt, attorney for defendants and cross- 
complainants, L. H. & Harry Baylor, and 
C. T. Duncan, attorney for Jennie H. Baylor, and 
Guardian Ad Litem for Archie R. and Robert A. 
Baylor 


J. &. B. RICHMOND, another witness, being first duly sworn, 


deposes as follows: 


DIRECT EBEXARIA A? IO 5: 
By Mr. Hyatt/ 

State your age, residence and occupation? 

I am 36 years old; live at Ewing, Va., and my occupation 
is that of a merchant and farmer. 

Were you acquainted with Charles E. Baylor in his 
Lifetime? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you ever have a conversation with said Charles 
H. Baylor in his lifetime in which he told you anything 
concerning a 144 acre tract of land formerly belonging to his 
wife, Harriet M. Baylor. If so, state where the conversation 
occurred; when it occurred, as near as you can remember, 
and what he said in regard to it? 

( The right to object to this question and any answer 
thereto is reserved until the answer is made, because in 
the present form of the question it is impossible to tell 
whether the testimony will be admissible or not. C.T.Duncan.) 

There was nothing said about the acres of land. He 
told me in Knoxville, Tenn., and I can't state the time, 


but I think it was in May after the store was burned here. 


He said that his children would get the land that belonged 





to their mother. 

( The foregoing question and especially the answer 
thereto is objected to as evidence in this case, because 
it is irrevalant and immaterial, and the title to land in 
Virginia cannot be passed by verbal statements. C.T.Duncan. ) 

In that conversation, did he mention which of his childr- 
en would get this land? 

He said Harry, Lon and Hattie. 

( This answer is objected to for the same reason 
stated above. C.T Duncan. ) 

Did you ever hear Mr Baylor say anything about a 
conveyance by him and his wife, Harriet M. Baylor, to 
B. M. Morgan of said land, and a re-conveyance by said Morgan. 
If so, tell what he said, when it was, and where? 


( This question and answer thereto is objected to 


as evidence, because it is mere hearsay. It is immaterial 


and irrevalant to any issue involved in this cause. The 
title to land cannot be passed by an oral statement. C. T. 
Duncan. ) 

He said it was conveyed because she would rather he 
would have it than the Beatys. It was in Knoxville, Tenn., 
at the same time. 

Did he in that conversation tell you why the said 
conveyance was made? 

( Objected to because immaterial and irrevalant. C. T. 
Duncan. ) 

He said at that time his wife was not expected to 
live. He didn't tell me the reason of it. 

Did he in that conversation, or any other, say how the 


title to the land then stood? 
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( objected to because irrelavant and immaterial. 
¢. T Duncan. ) 

He said the title at that time was in him from Morgan. 
But there was nothing on record to show it. 

Did he say why he had never recorded the deed from 
Morgan? 

( Objected to as immaterial and irrelavant, C.T.Duncan) 

He said the children would get it - that is, Lon, Harry 
and Hattie. 

( The last answer is objected to because it is in no 


way responsive to the question asked. C. T. Duncan. ) 


GROSS & BRAD INA TE OX. 


By Mr. Duncan. 

You say that this conversation between you and 
Mr. Baylor occurred, as you think, in May after the store 
was burned. Do you remember the year in which the store was 
burned? 

I think it was in 1897. I am not certain though. 

Then the conversation would have been in May, 1898? 

I think it was in 1898, in May. 

Any other person present at the time of that conversa- 
tion except yourself and Mr. Baylor? 

No, sir. 

Was the conversation in the day time, or at night? 

I think it was at night, after supper. 

And in that conversation he said to you, if I under- 
stand you correctly, that his children would get the land 
that belonged to their mother. Is that right? 


Yes, sir. 
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And he also said that the land was conveyed to him 
because his wife would rather he should have it than the 
Beatys? 

Yes sir; that is exactly what he said. 

Which language did he use first - the language that 
the land was conveyed to him because his wife preferred 
him having it to the Beatys, or the language that his children 
would get the land that belonged to their mother? 

Well, I can't state that, Judge, which. 

What lead up to the conversation between Mr. Baylor 
and yourself with reference to that matter or to the children? 

Well, he brought it up himself. The conversation 
commenced about the store here being burmed. I don't 
guess that has anything to do with it, has it? 

The store-house that was burned did not stand on 
that piece of land that was conveyed to Mr. Baylor by Mr. 
MorBan, did it? 

I don't know, sir, whether it did or not. 

Did Mr. Baylor in that conversation say anything about 
how he was going to pass the title out of himself to the 
children of his first wife? 

No, sir, he did not. 

You have never had any further conversation or any 
other conversation with Mr. Baylor in regard to the land 
matters either before or after that one conversation, did 
you? 

In regard to this land, I didn't. 

Was Mr. Baylor a talkative man with reference to his 


private affairs, or was he rather reticent? 


That was the only talk he ever had with me about this 





ey a 
business. You know how he was at that time. He was troubled 
Some, I reckon. He was not talkative at all. TI done a good 
deal of business for him for a long time, and he talked to 


me about that. 


Further Deponent Saith Not. 


Signature Waived 


HHH HH ee eH 


ALSO the deposition of Mrs. Callie Beaty, who being 


first duly sworn, deposes as follows: 


Please state your residence and relationship to Mrs. 


Harriet M. Baylor? 

I live near Boone's Path, Va. Mrs. Baylor was a sister 
of my husband's. 

You were acquainted with Mrs. Baylor in her lifetime, 
were you? 

Oh, yes. 

How near did you live to her? 

Well, it is about 1 mile, I suppose. 

Did you ever have any conversation with her with refer- 
ence to her estate. If so, state when it was, as near as 
you can remember, where it was, and what she said? 

( This question, and any answer thereto, is objected 
to as evidence for any purpose, because it would be mere 
hearsay. 2. The acts of Mrs. Harriet M. Baylor could not be 
affected by declarations made by her before the act was done, 
and if the conversation which the witness is expected to 


testify to occurred after Mrs. Baylor acted, her acts could 





ie a 
neither be afftected or explained thereby. C. T. Duncan ) 

She was at my home. It was a few months before Lonny 
was born, and I don't know how old Lonny is. She said that 
if she should die without a living heir, she had fixed it so 
that Charlie should inherit her estate. 

By Charlie, whom did you understand her to mean? 

Her husband, Mr. Charlie Baylor. 

In the answer to a preceding question you say " a few 
months before the birth of Lonny." By Lonny, do you mean 
Lon H. Baylor? 


Yes, sir, Lon H. Baylor. 


CROSS BXAMINATION. 


By Mr. Duncan. 

I would like, Mrs. Beaty, for you to fix as nearly as 
you can how long it was before the birth of Lon H. Baylor 
that this conversation occurred? 

I don't think it could have been more than two months. 
It mightnot have been so long. I can't remember exactly. 

It was soon after this matter was fixed up between her and 
Charlie, and I don't remember when that was. 

Did she tell you how she had fixed it? 

She did not. 

State, Mrs. Beaty, if you can, the date of the birth 
of L. H Baylor, Harry Baylor and Hattie Baylor, and also 
state in this connection the date of the death of Harriet 
M. Baylor, the first wife of Charles E. Baylor? 

I cannot tell either one of these events by my personal 
recollection, but an examination of the records of these 


events in the Bible, in the handwriting of Charles E. Baylor, 
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Shows the following: That H. A. Baylor, who is now known as 
Lon H. Baylor, was born June 9, 1877; Harry Baylor, January 
18, 1879; Hattie A. Baylor, December 17, 1881; and Harriet 
M. Baylor, first wife of Charles E. Baylor, died December 26, 
1881. 


Ree -- BML REC T BEBXAMIWNATION. 
By Mr. Hyatt. 
I will now ask you a question which I omitted to 


ask in your examination in chief. What was the condition 


of Mrs. Baylor's health at the time of the conversation You 


refer to? 

It was very good at that time. 

Some time before this had she given birth to a child, 
and at that time was her life in danger, as you understood? 

( This question and answer thereto is objected to, 
because the understanding of the witness is not evidence, 
and the fact whether or nother life was in danger, is a 
matter of proof by a specialist upon that question. C. T. 
Duncan. ) 

Yes sir. 

Did she apprehend danger to her life in case of a 
second birth, as you recall? 

( This question isobjected to because immaterial and 
irrelavant, and would be only hearsay as to this witness. 
C. fT. Duncan. ) 


Yes, sir. 


Further Deponent Saith Not. 


Signature Waived. 
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THE FURTHER TAKING of these depositions is ADJOURNED 
to the residence of M. R. Wolfe, at Brown's Switch, in Lee 


County, Virginia, on the same day. 


Notary Public. 


HUH HH 


MET, pursuant to adjournment, at the residence of 


M. R. Wolfe, in Lee County, Virginia. 
PRESENT: Same attorneys as heretofore. 


M. R. WOLFR, being first duly sworn, deposes as 
follows: 

State your age, occupation and place of residence? 

I am 46 years old; foreman of mines; and live at 
Brown's Switch, Lee County, Virginia. 

Were you acquainted with Charles E. Baylor in his life- 
time? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you ever have a conversation with said Charles E. 
Baylor with respect to a tract of land occupied by him and 
adjoining the lands of A. H. Fulkerson. If s0, tell when and 
where the conversation occurred as near as you can, and what 
Mr. Baylor said with regard to the matter as you remember 
it? | 

( The right to object to the foregoing question and 
answer thereto is reserved until the answer is made, be- 
cause as the question is asked it is impossible to tell 
whether the testimony will be legitimate or relavant. C. T. 


Duncan. ) 
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Well, I was cutting some timber for Mr. Baylor South of 
the dwelling house, and Mr. Fulkerson came up to where I 
was at work, and seemed to think that I had cut down hill 
far enough, and he said not to cut any further. I went 
over to the store to see Mr. Baylor about it, and he said to 
come over to his office to see him about it. We went there 
and he said he had a deed and plat to the land, and looked 
in a safe and got out a deed that was to the land, is my 
recollection, and he said the deed had never been recorded. 
We looked over the plat more particular than anything else. 
I don't know if I looked at the deed, but I looked at the 


plat so as to see the lines. This is about all the conversa- 


tion we had about it. 

You haven't mentioned when this conversation occurred? 

I don't remember the date exactly, but think it was 
some time about 1892 or 1893. 

Did you formerly follow the trade of carpenter? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you assist as a carpenter in building the dwelling 
house occupied by Mr. Baylor at the time of his death? 

Yes, sit, I worked on his house. 

During the construction of said house, and while you 
were at work there, did you hear Mr. Baylor make any remarks 
or have any conversation with regard to this land, and if so, 
tell what he said? | 

( The right to object to this answer is reserved, for 
reasons stated in last preceding statement by counsel. 

C. T Duncan. ) 
Well, I was at work on the front of the house when 


Lonny was just a very small child - probably wasn't more 
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than one month old. I remember Mr. Baylor brought him out 


in his arms on the porch, and talked about it. I remember 


he said Dr. Spencer told him and his wife that his wife would 


not live. And he went on to say that throughthe repre- 
sentations of Dr. Spencer his wife sold the place there. 
I remember he said that. He may have said more about Iti, 
but I don't remember. He said that was proof to him that 
doctors didn't know more than Bre-half they said, anyway . 
If I ever heard Mr. Baylor say anything about buying the 
property back, I don't remember . . 

In your last answer, you speak of Lonny. Do you refer 
to Lon H. Baylor? 


Yes, eir. 


CROSS-EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Duncan. 

This last conversation that you heard Mr. Baylor have 
when you were working on the house was in the lifetime of 
his first wife, was it not? 

Yes, sir. 

Do you remember how long Mrs. Hattie M. Baylor lived 
after that time? 

I think Mrs. Baylor must have lived some 6 or 8 years 
afterwards. I will Say 6 years. 

When you were cutting timber, as stated by you in the 
first part of your deposition, when Col. Fulkerson inter- 
posed the objection, who were you cutting timber for? 

I was cutting for Mr. Baylor. 

When he showed you the deed, he claimed it as being the 
deed to that land, did he? 
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I think he did. My recollection is that he picked up 
the deed, and said this ts the deed. 

Did he at that time claim he had a right to cut the 
timber you were cutting? 

Well, he employed me to cut it, and I cut it. I had 
the contract with him. 

first 

You have worked on that house since the, work you speak 
of having done, have you not? 

Yes sir. I added the bay windows to it. I put the 
roof on it. Done some other work there. Right smart work. 
I did principally all of Mr. Baylor's carpenter work for him. 

Did you raise, or assist in raising, the ell part of 
that house so as to make two stories? 


No, sir, I put a roof on it, is all I had to do with 


Please state as near as you can when it was that you put 
in the bay windows or octagon ends of the house? 

Well, sir, I don't know how long it was. I think it 
was about 7 years ago. 

And was the ell raised a story about the same time? 

No, it was done some time before that. 

For whom were you working when you put in those bay 
Windows and put the roof on? 

I was working for Mr. Baylor. He employed me. 

Who raised the ell for Mr. Baylor? 

Mr. William Neff. 

The ell was raised and the improvements which you put 
to the howe were all made since the death of Mrs Hattie M. 
Baylor, were they not? 


All the work that I ever had a contract for with them 


was done since the death of Mrs. Baylor. 
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Mr. Wolfe, you may state if you please what would have 
been the fair value of the improvements made to that house 
by raising the ell another story, and by putting on the oc- 
tagon ends or bay windows, as done by you, including the 
metal roof that was put on? 

It would be merely a guess with me, of course. Well, I 
would say from $400 to $500. $400 anyway. 

Mr. Wolfe, did you ever hear a conversation between 
Mr. Baylor and any other person in which there were any 
threats made as to turning Mrs. Jennie Baylor out of that 
house in the event that Charles E. Baylor should die 
before she did? 

I don't remember that I ever heard anyone tell Mr. 
Baylor that they would do that. I never heard anyone tell 
Mr. Baylor that. 


Did you ever hear any person make a threat to throw 


Mrs. Baylor out of that house and property in the event that 
Mr. Baylor should die before she did, and if you say that you 
did, you may state who it was? | 
( This question is objected to, because incompetent, 
irrelavant and immaterial to any issue in this suit. 
Ge, tf. . Byatt .’ 5 
I can't say that he ever threatened to throw her out. 
But I have heard some persons say that the property belonged 
to her three children; that they intended to see that they 
got it, as it was theirs. Mr. R. B. Beaty said that. That 
was in the lifetime of Mr. Baylor, and after that I heard 
Mr. Beaty say that he had given all that up, and concluded 


just to let it alone. 
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RE-DIRECT BXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Hyatt. 

The originsl dwelling house on said land was built in 
the lifetime of Hattie M. Baylor, was it not? 

Yes, sir. 

Andthe two story front, with straight windows,was also 
puilt in her lifetime? 

Yes, sir; the original house was built in her lifetime, 
is my recollection. 

Were the octagon ends and the metal roof built at the 
same time or about the same time? 

No, sir; the metal roof was put on when the ell was 


raised, and the octagon ends was put on some years afterwards. 


My recollection is that I put the metal roof on both houses 


at the same time. 
What was the condition of the old roof on the building 
the time the metal roof was put on? 
It was a shingle roof. 
In good or bad condition? 


I don'fb remember. It was leaking. - 


Further Deponent Saith Not. 


Signatured Waived 
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State of Virginia 


County of Lee 
I, Mayo Cabell, a Notary Public in and for the 


County aforesaid in the State of Virginia, do certify 

that the foregoing depositions of H J. Morgan, B M. 

Morgan, J. S. B. Richmond, Mrs. Callie Heaty and M. R. Wolfe, 
were taken and sworn to before me at the time and place and 
for the purposes mentioned in the caption hereto annexed. 


Given under my hand, this the 13th day of October, 


Ay y OM 


Notary Public. 


NOTARY FE ER. 


Taking notes, @ 75¢ per hr. 
4 hours 


Transcribing same, @ same 
5 hours 
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The deposition of J.A.G.Hyatt, taken before me,C.E.Couk, 
notary publie ina and for the County of Lee in the State of 
Virginia, on the 28th day of OCetober, 1902, at the law office 
of L.T.Hyatt, in the town ef Jonesville, Virginia, pursuant 
to agreements of parties, which depositi on is intended to be 
read as evidence in behalf ef Lon H.Baylor one of the defend 
ants in the chancery eause entitled Jennine H.Baylor et al 
vs. L.H.Baylor et al, now depending in the Cireuit Court of 
Lee County,Virginia. 

Present L.T.Hyatt, attorney for defendants, Geo.P.CcCrid- 
lin, guardian ad litem for infant defendant, and C.T.Duncan 


attorney for plaintiffs. 


J.A.G.Hyatt, a witness of lawful ase being duly svorn de- 
neses as follows: 

Q.1.-- Are you the Administrator of the estate of Ghas.R. 
Baylor, deceased? 

A.-- I am. 

Q.2.-— In the distribution of the personal estate of said 
Baylor how much has been paid by you te Lon H. and Harry Bay- 
lor and in what did said payments consist? 

KXXEX 

Obj.-- The foregoing question and any answer therete is oeb- 
jected to because irrelivant and immateria2l. 

q.T.Duncan atty for aplffs. 

A.-- I have paid them about $5000.00 each. I paid to them 
jeintly about $6500.00 in a stock off goods, located mostly 
in a brick stere on the famm owned by C. E.Baylor, and the 
residue of said stock ef goods in a store en a lot near the 
depet at Rose Hill. The balance was paid them in cash and in 
debts they owed to the estate. 

Q.3.-- State whether or not if you Know, since the sale by 
you to them ef said stock of goods, said Harry Baylor has sold 
his interest therein to Lon.H.Baylor? 


Obj.-- Objected to because immaterial. 
¢.T Duneaw fer pit. 





A.-- They have so infirmed me. 


And further this deponent saith not. 
Ut sdaf 50 pet eee 


Virginia, Lee Ceunty, to-wit: 

I, @.E.Covk a no&kary public in and for the County of Lee 
in the State ef Virginia, de certify that the feregoing depo- 
sition ef J.A.G.Hyatt, was taken,sworn toe and subscribed 
pefere me at the time, plaee and for the purpose in the cap- 


tion mentioned. 


Given under my hand this the 28th, day ef October,190c. 


) N.P. 
Deeg i Pee eo cat da 








necelryeda of C.T.Dunean Special Commi stoner, $4286.04, heing 
in full of the two last installments of the vurchase price of the 
jand of Arcttla R. and Robert ryior, sold by the said Duncan 
as Commissioner in tne chan “¥ US€ we 2 Tk, BAY LOL cua nd. 


VY. Archia Rk. Baylor et al, pending in 


i % , < eee 
County, Virginia. Said &end naving heen sold bic nag W Ané-o€, 
Asie fo BA RO AA a a 

w@ years time from the Ist day of January, 190%, one of the 


1astallments not heing yet due as Guardian I am Willing to accept 
1t now, tO whicn the Circuit Court has consented. 
Inis the 16th day of December, [905. 


iP ge * ‘ ' - 
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To thie E 7 le H.A.W.Skeen, Judge of the Circmit Courtof 
Counvy, Virginia: 
undersigned special Commissioner in t! Chancery cans e 
Or Jenhie Mm Raylory Guard .for 6e. .vs. A.R. Baylor et @ls Pees 
last 
leave to report that the two dererred payments or the purctiase 


orice Tor the lad sold by nim as Commissioner in vais. cause, one 


of wnich will tecome due on the t day of January, 1906 and the 


aLHer on “we .1: day sf Janua Oy it 907, nave heen 0214 are hy ihe 


puri noscYr, B.FoKlnogld, bo your Conmissioner, by Bind Wilk UNnecori= 
Sara ./d6nnile. he bey ide. Guard of "wie Seto. Aren be i. few 


bay lor, and ous, Commissigmer Ties pa. ie same over To 
JGMUITeC rlriekaylor aia teox Der TVecgelpu "i 0: aX ame, Wii 15. 
1erew ith as art nereofr. 
Comm i ner ih neretofore made a deed to Mr. Kinaad 
deed ne “retained a. l#en she gaid ' tam 
Gurluy Tor the payment of Sald piwichase money MoOtes,: suculley 
having now peemrpakd off said lien. should be releasea ana sara 


cause snould he stricken from ‘the docket. 


All of whiten is réspectfully submitted 


SO 9 


special Commissioner. 
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To the Honorable H. A. W. Skeen, Judge Of the cireuit court Tor 
Lee County, Virginia: 
Having been appointed a special commissioner by a decree entered 
my -“fe8id court on the 14th day of Hovrember, 1902,.in thé two. thantery 
pending, entitied "JENNIE H.BAYLOR et al. vs. Bon H. 
BAYLOR et al." -and?Lon H.RBAYLOR et a « PENNE A. BAYLOR et ai." 
brought on to be heard together, and thereby directed to convey to 


said Lon H., Harry and Hattie M.Baylor all the right, title and inter- 


est.dh ant to the: sard tract ef land, ;and the a ie Fitie- thereof, 


which became vested in the said Charles HE,’aylor, by virtue of the 
deed from 8.M.Morgan and wife to him, dated December 12,1877, and of 
record in Lee County D.8.37, page 521, with covenants of Special War- 
wanty, and acknowledge the said conveyance for recordation, respect- 
fully reports that he has mede executed and acknowledged for recorda- 


Lion @ deed, as required by the said decree, and he here files the 


ay , ‘ 
Spécial Commissioner, 
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